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'\ BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGY

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFF
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Cas
In the Matter of the Accusation Against:

SUSAN ELIZABETH KUEHL, Ph.D.
307 Bond Street
Redlands, CA 92373

Psychologist's License No. PSY 15305
License No. PA-13121

Respondent.

DECISION AND ORDER

The attached Stipulated Surrender of License and Orde

Board of Psychology, Department of Consumer Mfairs, State of Cali mia, as its Decision in

this matter.

This Decision shall become effective on 0 .

It is so ORDERED September 13, 2004

mh,.,ui/-_!J&w a~,." .' ";,, "." ..;, FOR HE OARD OF PSY OLOGY

DEP TMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
JACQUELINE HORN, Ph.D, PRESIDENT
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1 BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General

of the State of California
2 SAMUEL K. HAMMOND; State Bar No. 141135

Deputy Attorney General
3 California Department of Justice

110 West "A" Street, Suite 1100
4 San Diego, CA 92101

5 P.O. Box 85266
San Diego, CA 92186-5266

6 Telephone: (619) 645-2083
Facsimile: (619) 645-2061

7
Attorneys for Complainant

8
BEFORE THE

9 BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMERAFF

10 STATE OF CALIFORNIA

11 In the Matter of the Accusation Against: C

12 SUSAN ELIZABETH KUEHL, Ph.D. ST SURRENDER OF
307 Bond Street LI ORDER

13 Red1ands, CA ~2373

14 Psychologist's License No. PSY 15305

15 Respondent.

16

17 .IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by an between the parties in this

18 proceeding that the following matters are true:

;:1': "..',-.1-9-_- ---~~--~ ~ ~_PARTIES -

20 1. Thomas S. O'Connor (Complainant) is the Exe utive Officer of the Board

21 of Psychology. He brought this action solely in his official capacitY d is represented in this

22 matter by Bill Lockyer, Attorney General of the State of California, b Samuel K. Hammond,

23 Deputy Attorney Gener~.

24 2. SUSAN ELIZABETH KUEHL, Ph.D. (Respo dent) is represented by in

25 this proceeding by attorney D. Jay Ritt, Bensinger, Ritt & Botterud, L P, 65 North Raymond

26 Avenue, Suite 230, Pasadena, California 91103.

27 III

28 III
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1 3. On or about August 13, 1997, the Board ofPsy hology (Board) issued

2 Psychologist's License No. PSY 15305 to SUSAN ELIZABETH K m." Ph.D. Said license

3 expires on April 30, 2005.

4 JURISDICIION

5 4. Second Amended Accusation No. W262 was fi ed before the Board of

6 Psychology and is currently pending against Respondent. The Secon Amended Accusation and

7 all other statutorily required documents were properly served on Resp ndent on July 16, 2004.

8 A copy of Second Amended Accusation No. W262 is attached as E and incorporated

9 herein by reference.

10 5. On or about July 31, 2003, Bill Lockyer, Atto ey General of the State of

11 California, by and through Samuel K. Hammond, Deputy Attorney G neral, filed a Petition for

12 Interim Order of Suspension against Respondent. The petition was fil d on behalf of Thomas S.

13 O'Connor, the Executive Officer of the Board of Psychology (petitio er). On August 1, 2003,

14 Petitioner made an ex -parte application for an Interim Order of Suspe sion under Government

15 Code section 11529. On this same date, Steven V. Adler, Presiding .dministrative Law Judge,

16 Office of Administrative Hearings, San Diego Regional Office, issue an ex-parte order

17 immediately suspending Respondent from the practice of psychology, and scheduled a "Noticed

18 ISO Hearing" for September 15, 2003. On or about September 19, 20 3, PALJ Adler issued an

'., 11'p'" 19- ~~after the "Noticed ISO Hearing." :!:!!~ order sU!P~nded Respon ent from the practice of

20 psychology pending the hearing of Second Amended Accusation No. 262. The suspension -l

21 order remains in effect.

22 ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS

23 6. Respondent has carefully read, has fully discus ed with counsel, and

24 understands the charges and allegations in Accusation No. W262. Re pondent also has carefully

25 read, has fully discussed with counsel and understands the effects of tipulated Surrender of

26 License and Order.

27 7. Respondent is fully aware of her legal rights in this matter, including the

28 right to a hearing on the charges and allegations in the Second Amen ed Accusation; the right to
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1 be represented by counsel, at her own expense; the right to confront dcross-examine the

2 witnesses against her; the right to present evidence and to testify on wn behalf; the right to

3 the issuance of subpoenas to compel the attendance of witnesses and e production of

4 documents; the right to reconsideration and court review of an adver e decision; and all other

5 rights accorded by the California Administrative Procedure Act and ther applicable laws.
i

6 8. Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelli ently waives and gives up

7 each and every right set forth above.

8 CULPABILITY

9 9. Respondent agrees that at an administrative he .g, complainant could

10 establish a prima facie case with respect to the charges and allegation Second Amended

11 Accusation No. W262, and agrees that cause exists for discipline and ereby surrenders her

12 Psychologist License W262 to the Board for its formal acceptance.

13 10. Respondent understands that by signing this s pulation she enables the

14 Board to issue an order accepting the surrender of her psychology lic se without further process.

15 11. Respondent further understands that upon the oard' s acceptance of the

16 surrender of her psychology license she will lose all rights and privil ges as a psychologist in

17 California as of the effective date of the Board's Decision and Order. Respondent shall cause to

18 be delivered to the Board both her wall and pocket license certificate on or before the effective

'. ;!.. 19 date of the Decision and~ ['.

20 12. Respondent fully understands and agrees that s ould she ever apply for

21 relicensure or should she ever petition for reinstatement of her Califo .a Psychologist's License,

22 fue charges and allegations contained in Second Amended Accusatio No. W262 shall be

23 deemed to be true, correct and admitted by Respondent. Respondent also fully understands that

24 said application for relicensm:e or petition for reinstatement shall be bject to the provisions of

25 section 2962(a)(I) of the Business and Professions Code.

26 CONTINGENCY

27 13. This stipulation shall be subject to approval b the Board. Respondent

28 understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of e Board may
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1 co~n~c2%e djrec:t!y \\lith the Board regarding 'this Btip\1latioft Md settlement, without ~tice. TO

2 or paJ;tjcipution by Re3ponQan'l If the Board. fails to adopt ~ s~pu.1atioD. as its Dt'e.tlion and

3 Order. the S~pula;tcd S~= of LiC'CD~~ mld O:rd~ :SU11 be of ~~Q force-or effect, cxccpt for thi$

4- paragn:ph. it Ilhal1 be inadmissiblo w. '.JIIY legal action b~'J tbt Parties. and the Board ~J.ll nut

.5 be di5q'.!~ now.fiIrUler action by ~v1ng considered mil magI'. .

6 14. Tl1e pv1ies Lm4erStanc! ana agree 1bat fa;aimUc ;opt,s o!tbis BUpuja1cd

7 ~~ of Lir.euse and Orda'1 mcluding facsicUle sigr.-atute; 'thetd:O, ~h.!l hav~ th~ same forc~

8 and ~~ct as 'the origi:tJ.a1a.

9 15. In co9oi0:6tion ()1~ foresoinS a~~j_ons Cd stipulations. 1h~ P'-

10 agree that thc Boud m!)', without further noti~o or fOIrDBl proo~. issue and en!er the

11 follC)'Ylling Ordr:.r:
12 .-QBJJ.tB .

13 rr IS HEREB Y ORDERED that Psycl1Ologist~s L~~SQ No- PSY 15305. issu= to

14 Rnp°nGt SUSAN EUZABBTH KUEHL. PlLD., is ~~~ and ~epted by the BOBfd of

:: Psychology. ~CEPT~~ ~

17 .I h&w cmefiJliY read the SupWated SUn'eDder of LictDSe azrd Order ~ bA'Vc fully

18 di~sed jtMth m)" attO!tl~ D.lu.)' Ritt. 1 UQQemand~ ~~tion ~thc ;~itwill b~ve

, J! ~n_~~!~lolY Ucae. ] en. imo 1hi.s Stipu1a1ed S=md.et. ofIJca1IC and Order
: .C :', " ~--: ~ ~ ,:'

20 w l~~ ~ ~cwmr;1Y. arid intelligently. end apee to be bound by U'le DecisiDD. and Or- of tho

21 :Board of Psy~aolDg)', D::p~ent gfCo~=cr Affairs~ Stat, ofCalifr1mja.

22. DAT:aD~ J-tf -Q~ ---I

:: s~~~~ ..:t!JtliJ .
25 Rc;spantle1tr I

20 11/

17 1/1

28 III
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1 I have read and fully discussed with Respondent SUSAN ELIZABETH KUEHL,

2 PI1.D. the relms and conditions and other matters contained in the abo'fle Stipulated Surrender of

3 License and Order. I approve its fann and content.

4 DATED: ~ A/~~

5

6

7

8

9

10 ENDORSEMENT

11 The foregoing Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby respectfully

12 submitted for cQ~siderauon by the Boarcl QfPsychology, Department of Consumer Affairs, State

13 of California.

f14 DATED: 9/S 04 .

15

16 BILL LOCKYER Attorney General
.of the State of California17 r

f18 .:::::::,cJ~ " '" ,- --~ '
.,.,:" ""'c.i,!:,:"':":':c--8AMUEL-K-; 0-.,., 

".,., ., .,.,19 " , ..Deputy Attorney General

\20 Att~meys fox Complainant ;

21

22 SKIl'dmh
DOJDockct Nmnbcr;

23 r:\i"\~moudIXUcl\l-5m:rendcr

24

25

26

27

28

S
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Exhibit A

SECOND AMENDED ACCUSATION N .W262
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1 BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General
of the State of California

2 SAMUELK. HAMMOND, State BarNo. 141135
Deputy Attorney General

3 California Department of Justice
110 West "A" Street, Suite 1100

4 San Diego, CA 92101

FILED5 P.O. ~ox 85266 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
San DIego, CA 92186-5266 BOAP.D-AF eSYqi.OLOGY

6 Teleph?n~: (619) 645-2083 SAC
~~~!~~~~~~~~~~~;i~~~~~~~:~E rO~l/:'\""l \~ 20M

FacsImIle. (619) 645-2061 BY .ANALYST
7

Attorneys for Complainant
8

9

10 BEFORE THE
BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGY.

11 DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFF
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

12 '::
-,

13 In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. W261

14 SUSAN ELIZABETH KUEIn..., Ph.D. SECOND AMENDED
307 Bond Street ACCUSAllOiN

15 Redlands, CA 92373

16 Psychologist's License No. PSY 15305

Respondent.
17;,,;,: 

i1!' 18_- ."';:;.': 19 Complainant alleges:

20 PARTIES

21 1. Thomas S. O'Connor (Complainant) brings this ccusation solely in his
I -

;

22 official capacity as the Executive ~fficer of the Board of Psychology, Ij>epartment of Consumer

23 Affairs.

24 2. On or about August 13, 1997, the Board ofPsy hology issued

25 Psychologist's License No. PSY 15305 to Susan Elizabeth Kuehl (Res ondent). Said license was

26 in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought here" .Said license expires on

27 April 30, 2005.

28 III
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1 JURISDICTION

2 3. This Accusation is brought before the Board of sychology ("Board"),

3 Department of Consumer Affairs, under the authority of the below me tioned statutes and

4 regulations.l

5 A. Code section 2960 states, in pertinent part, that e board may refuse to

6 issue any registration or license, or may issue a registration or license with terms and conditions,

7 or may suspend or revoke the registration or license of any registrant Or licensee if the applicant,

8 registrant, or licensee has been guilty of unprofessional conduct.

9 B. Code section 2960(a) provides, in pertinent Part~ the Board may take

10 disciplinary action against a licensee who has been convicted of a crime substantially related to the
I

11 qualification, functions or duties of a PSYChOlOgist.

!12 C. Code section 2960(b) provides, in pertinent part the use of any controlled

13 substances, or dangerous drugs, or any alcoholic beverage to the extent or in a manner dangerous

14 to herself, or other person, or the public, or to the extent that this use ifupairs her ability to

15 perform the work of a psychologist with safety to the public.

16 D. Code section 490 provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may suspend

17 or revoke the license of a licensee on the ground the licensee has been ~onvicted of a crime

18 substantially related to the qualifications, functions or duties of the lice see, A convIction within
~i!!"";o 19 the meaning of this section means a plea or verdict of guilt or aconvi on following a plea of

I d i!j" 20 no 0 conten ere. .c'

21 E. Code Section 2963 provides: "A plea or verdi of guilty or a conviction

22 following a plea of nolo contendere made to a charge which is substan'ally related to the

23 qualifications, functions and duties of the psychologist or a psychologieal assistant is deemed to

24 be a conviction within the meaning of this article. The board may order the license suspended or
.,

25 revoked, or may decline to issue a license when the time for appeal h elapsed, or the judgment

26

27
1. All statutory references are to the Busine&s and Professions C (Code) unless

28 otherwise indicated.

2
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1 of conviction has been affirmed on appeal or when an order granting p~obation is made

2 suspending the imposition of sentence, irrespective of a subsequent orqer under section 1203.4 of

3 the Penal Code allows the person to withdraw his or her plea of guilty ~d to enter a plea of not

4 guilty, or setting aside the v~rdict of guilty, or dismissing the accusatio~ information or

5 indictment."

6 F. Code section 822 provides, in pertinent part, th* a licensing agency may

7 revoke or suspend the license ofa licentiate if the licensing agency det~rmines that the licentiate's

8 abili~y to p.ractice ~s profession safely is impaired because the licenti~~1 is mentally ill, or

9 physically ill affectmg competency.. 1It~'
I

10 G. Code section 118(b) provides, in pertinent part, ~hat the suspension

11 forfeiture by operation of law of a licentiate issued by a board, or its su~pension, forfeiture,

12 cancellation by order of the board of by order of a court of law, or its s~ender without the

13 written consent of the board, shall not, during any period in which it m.y be renewed, restored,

14 reissued, or reinstated, deprive the board of the authority to institute 0 continue a 'disciplinary

15 proceeding against the licensee upon any ground provided by law or to enter an order suspending I
I

16 or revoking the license or otherwise taking disciplinary action against t e licensee on any such j
!

17 ground.

, "' '" 1-.8.- 1L-- Section 29Q1~~§_9f the Code states that an a di$ciplinary! --

19 decision that imposes terms of probation may include, among other thi i gs, a requirement that the

20 licensee who is being placed on probation pay the monetary costs asso iated with monitoring the

21 probation.

22 I. Section 125.3 of the Code states, in pertinent p , that the Board may

23 request the administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to hav committed a violation or

24 violations of the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonabl costs of the investigation

25 and enforcement of the case.

26 III

27 III

28 III
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1 FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE,-

2 (Mental Impairment and/or Physical Impairment Affectin~ Competency)

3 4, Respondent, Susan Elizabeth KueW, Ph.D., is s~bject to disciplinary action

4 based on Code section 822 in that respondent is impaired because of ~ental illness or

5 physical illness affecting competence as follows: i

6 A. Sometime in October 2002, Patton State Hospital (patton), respondent's

7 employer, commenced an investigation into allegations of a deteriorati~n in respondent's

8 functioning as a psychologist. The investigation resulted in the findings that respondent had

9 "experienced a deterioration in her functioning as a psychologist over fhe past two years, more

10 marked over the past eight to ten months;" that over the same eight to ~en-month period,

11 respondent had "shown a pattern of striking mis-perceptions and disto~ons" in her recollection of

12 events, conversations and facts; that she had "often been rambling, circpmstantial and tangential"

13 in her conversation and phone messages; that she had exhibited poor b~undaries with patients,

14 and had "displayed much emotional and affective liability;" and that sh~ threatened to shoot

15 herself in the head during a conversation with Patton's Chief of Staff. ~ased on these findings,

16 Patton requested respondent submit to a full psychological and neurop$ychological assessment.

17 By December 11, 2002, r~spondent had not complied with this request I and Patton terminated
I

18 respondent's staffprivileges. ~ ~
-

20 violation of penal Code section 488. The circumstances of the arrest ate as follows: On August
,

21 16,2002, while shopping at the WalMart store located on 2050 W. Re~lands Boulevard,

22 respondent selected and donned a pair of pants, a pair of underwear an~ a shirt in the fitting

23 room. She then proceeded to the shoe department, selected and put oJ a pair of shoes placing her

24 old shoes into the box. Respondent then attempted to walk out the stdre without paying for these

25 items. On April 22, 2003, before the Superior Court of California, Co~nty of San Bernardino, in
I

26 the case of People vs. Susan Elizabeth Kuehl, Case No. MREO13971, ~espondent was convicted

27 on her own guilty plea of one count of unlawful fighting in public. As consequence of the

28 III
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1 guilty plea, the Superior Court withheld pronouncement of judgme;nt or three (3) years, and

2 respondent was ordered to pay fines, and the petty theft charge (pC 4*8) was dismissed.

3 C. On or about January 15,2004, in the Superior fourt for the State of
I

4 California, County of San Bernardino, San Bernardino District, in cas~ of People v. Susan

5 lizabeth Kuehl, Case No. FSB039846, respondent was convicted on Iher nolo contendere plea,

6 of one count of d~struction of government property in violation of Goyernment Code section

7 6201. As a result of plea, respondent was sentenced to 36 months fo~al probation and was

8 ordered to serve 180 days in jail, among other things. The circumstanfes leading to the

9 conviction are as follows: On October 25, 2002, Patton issued an ord~r prohibiting respondent

10 from entering the forensic compound housing judicially committed patients at Patton State

11 Hospital. During the evening of November 1, 2002, respondent brokel into a locked file cabinet in

12 Patton's Medical Staff Office and stole approximately 28 confidential $redential files of senior

13 psychology and medical staff. She also removed the original of her 0$ credential file from the

14 cabinet. The burglary incident was investigated by a Senior Special Investigator for the State of
I

:: California. On November 13,2002, respondent's house and VehiJs were searched pursuant

17 to a search warrant. Among the items found during the search were r~spondent's original file, a

" 1 ~- !!~t of names of all ~sicians and psychologists on staff at Patton Stat Hospital which was kept

Iin 0 ill;~~~;~d
I

20 conversations between respondent and Patton's staff. However, nonelofthe other 28 files were

21 found. On May 12, 2003, respondent's boyfriend contacted the Seniot Investigator,and offered

22 to deliver between 10 and 12 of the stolen confidential files for a $4001 reward. The boyfriend

23 produced 10 of the stolen files in exchange for $400. On May 20, 20q3, the boyfriend admitted

24 that respondent brought the files home on November i, 2002. He sta~ed he burned most of the

25 files but did not have time to bum the 10 files so he buried them in res~ondent' s backyard. On or

26 about June 16, 2003, a criminal complaint was filed against respondenr in the San Bernardino

27 Superior Court charging respondent with one felony count ofburgl in violation of Penal Code

28 //1
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1 section 459, and one felony count of public records violation in violati n of Government Code

2 section 6200.

3 D. On or about June 3,2004, in the Superior Cou for the State of California,

4 County of San Bernardino, Redlands District, in case of People v. Susan Elizabeth Kuehl, Case

5 No. FREO06534, respondent was convicted on her plea of nolo conte~dere, of one felony count

6 of burglary in violation of Penal Code section 459. As a result of the plea, respondent was

7 sentenced to three (3) years probation and was ordered to serve 60 days in jail, among other
'i

8 things. The circumstances leading to the conviction are as follows: Or or about February 18, .I~

9 2003, by use of the Internet, respondent obtained information of the Ajrnerican Express Credit

10 Card of another person (Ms. R.R.) Without authorization, responden~ impersonated Ms. R.R.

11 and used the credit card to purchase a Costco Gift Card which she ~4 delivered to her home on

12 February 24, 2003. On or about February 27, 2003, respondent redeemed the gift card for a
i13 television set at a Costco store in San Bernardino. Later, respondent1eturned the television set to I

14 the store for cash. ~t

15 E. On or ab.out September 29,2003, in the Superi~r Court for the State of
-

16 California, County of San Bernardino, Redlands District, in case of Perple v. Susan Elizabeth

17 uehl Case No. MRE 015506, respondent was convicted on her plea I of nolo contendere, of one, I
I

18 count of being under the influence ofa controlled substance in~~~~ of Health and Safety

20 se~tence and ~as ordered to undergo ~~ complete a drug rehabilitati!n program, among other

21 things. The CIrcumstances of the convIctIon are as follows: ",1

22 On July 25,2003, .respondent spent the night at the 10~y of the Redlands Police

23 Department (police Department) because her "roommate to be was at her house" and she "felt

24 safer staying in the lobby of the Redlands Police Station." At about 3 39 p.m. the next day

25 (July 26, 2003), respondent again appeared at the Redlands Police Department with drug

26 paraphernalia (consisting of five glass pipes commonly used for smo~g methaIl1phetamine)

27 which she said her roommate had brought to her house against her wi hes. When questioned by

28 an officer, respondent appeared fidgety and her speech was slurred,. coherent and rapid. She

6
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1 also appeared anxious, confused, disoriented and unable to stand still. e officer believed

2 respondent to be hallucinating and asked respondent if she ever used c~ntrolled substances.

3 Respondent admitted to the officer that she had used controlled substances such as "speed" the

4 day before. The officer performed some sobriety tests and determined respondent was under the

5 influence of controlled substances. The officer arrested respondent fori using controlled

6 substances in violation of Health and Safety Code section 11550(a). ~ blood sample obtained on

7 this date showed respondent had amphetamines in her system. Respon~ent was issued Citation

: ::~372839 and ordered to appear in San Bernardino County SUPeriO~1°Urt on September 25,

10 F. Between August 2002 and May 2003, the Red1~ds Police Department

11 made approximately 14 "service calls" at respondent's home. Some o~the service calls were in

12 response to calls from other people stating respondent had threatened ro kill herself, some were in

-13 response to respondent's calls stating that her live-in bo~end was hol~ng her captive or

14 terrorizing her, or that her repairman "beat her up." The police often f~und respondent :

15 disoriented, incoherent and unable to give a statement. Respondent's liome was described as

16 filled with broken glass and mirrors with numerous punch holes in the wall. The police seized two

17 guns from the house.

", 18 S. As a result of the allegations contained in para aph 4, above, respondent
~ct,: I!'c": ~-- --

19 Susan Elizabeth Kuehl~ Ph.D., is subject to disciplinary action based 0 Code section 822 in that

20 respondent suffers from mental illness and/or physical illness affecting competency which renders !

'" ;21 her unable to practice psychology. .:

22 SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
,23 (Unprofessional Conduct) ,

24 6. Respondent, Susan Elizabeth Kuehl, Ph.D., is rther subject to disciplinary

25 action for unprofessional conduct in that she broke into the locked file Icabinet of her employer

26 and stole confidential credential files, removed and kept Patton's patiefts' confidential

27 files without permission,. and "audiotaped" telephone conversations wi h Patton's medical staff

28 without permission, as more particularly alleged in paragraph 4, above

7
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1 THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

2 (Conviction of a Crime)

3 7. Respondent, Susan Elizabeth Kuehl, Ph.D., is subject to

4 disciplinary action for unprofessional conduct in that she was convicte of crimes substantially

5 related to the practice of a psychologist in violation of Code sections ) and 490, as more

6 particularly alleged in paragraph 4, above.

7 FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

8 (Use of Controlled Substances) :

9 8. Respondent, Susan Elizabeth Kuehl, Ph.D., is subject to
i

10 disciplinary action for unprofessional conduct in violation of Code se9tion 2960(b) in that she

11 used controlled substances and/or dangerous drugs in a manner dange~ousto herself as more
i

12 particularly alleged in paragraph 4, above. ~~l.
!::

13 PRAYER

14 WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing b held on the matters herein

15 alleged, and that following the hearing, the Board of Psychology issue a decision:

16 1. Revoking or suspending Psychologist's Licens No. PSY 15305, issued to

17 respondent Susan Elizabeth Kuehl, Ph.D.;

18 2. Ordering respondent to pay the Board of Psych logy the reasonable costs l
: ::c : !~" 19 of the investigation and enforcemen;~~;~~~d, if place on probation, the costs of I

20 probation monitoring;

21 3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper.

~: DATED: July 16, 2004 .-1AAtc.-4 cJ I

THOMAS S. O'CONNOR
24 Executive Officer

Board of Psychology
25 Department of Consumer Affair

State of California
26 Complainant

27 SKH:dmh 7/14/04
03598160-SD2002AD0928

28 C:\Documents and Settings\pbkbum\Local Settings\Temp\C.Lotus.NotesData\80030548.wpd
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY CERTIFIED MAIL

In the Matter of the Accusation filed

Against:

Susan Elizabeth Kuehl. Ph.D. No.: W262

I, the undersigned, declare that I am over 18 years of age and not a party to the
within cause; my business address is 1422 Howe Avenue, Ste. 22 Sacr~mento, California
95825. I served a true copy of the attached:

I

DECISION AND ORDER t'.'

by mail on each of the following, by placing same in an envelope (or en elopes)
addressed (respectively) as follows:

NAME AND ADDRESS CERT NO.

Susan Elizabeth Kuehl; Ph.D. 70032260000748049002
307 Bond Street
Redlands, CA 92373

D. Jay Ritt, Esq.
Bensinger, Ritt & Botterud, LLP
65 North Raymond Ave., Ste. 230
Pasadena, CA 91103

Samuel K. Hammond
Deputy Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
110 West A Street, Suite 1100

~~__~§n Diego, CA 92101 c. Each said envelope was then on,September 13. 2004. sealed andj deposited in the

United States mail at Sacramento, California, the county in which I am emp.loyed, as
certified mail, with the postage thereon fully prepaid, and return receipt ~equested.

!

Executed on, September 13. 2004, at Sacramento, California.
I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.


